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Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 
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Claim(s) discussed: 1, 7, and 13 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Ikemure. Abe . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)S was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 
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allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The attorney proposed adding language to the claims, such as 
defining that the common group corresponds to a set of lines.This language appears to overcome the Ikemure and Abe 
references, but further search and new consideration will be required. If the amendment is filed with a RCE, no first 
action final rejection will be filed. 

If the limitations of claim 10 were added to all independent claims, the amendment would be entered. 
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